The great interest which is taken by the profession and the public in the medical jurisprudence of insanity is we think sufficiently evinced by the number of publications which have lately appeared on the subject. Some heinous crimes have been of late years perpetrated, which have called especial attention to the subject of homicidal insanity, and the most recent case, namely that of M'Naughten, has in some respects modified the old legal doctrine of responsibility. Several of the works placed at the head of this article have been called forth by the medical evidence given on this occasion, as to the irresponsibility of the insane. Before noticing these we shall first proceed to examine a work of more general and permanent interest.
I. The small volume by Dr. Prichard may be regarded as an abridgment of the treatise on Insanity, by the same author, which we reviewed in our Thirteenth Number.
It is written in a more popular style, and is evidently intended for the use of commissioners and juries, engaged in the investigation of questions relative to the sanity or insanity of individuals. This, indeed, the author professes to be his object in the preface. A very large portion of the treatise is occupied with a description of the characters peculiar to the various forms of insanity, and of the means of distinguishing one form from another. Every point relative to treatment and the medical management of the insane is of course avoided, as not being within the scope of the work. We pass over the author's analysis of the conflicting opinions of lawyers on mental unsoundness, this subject having been already fully treated in a previous number, (No. XIX, p. 120 .) It will be our object to comment in this place on those parts of the treatise only, the subjects of which were but slightly noticed in our former article on the medical jurisprudence of insanity.
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Dr. Prichard believes it to be the settled doctrine of the English courts at present, that there cannot be insanity without delusion, or, as it is otherwise expressed by physicians, without illusion or hallucination, that is, without some particular erroneous conviction impressed upon the understanding, the affected person being otherwise in possession of the full and undisturbed use of his mental faculties. This, he observes, is the doctrine of partial insanity, so that a man is supposed to be mad upon one point, and sane on every other particular, a state in itself most incredible. The only admissible view of partial insanity is that which was taken by the present Lord Chancellor (Lyndhurst.) " It is that the mind is unsound, not unsound on one point only, and sound in all other respects ; but that this unsoundness manifests itself principally with reference to some particular object or person." (p. 16 .) The In a subsequent chapter, when treating of the irresponsibility of madmen, the author complains, "That the attention of those who have hitherto investigated cases of insanity has been too much directed to the particular error which clouds the understanding, or to the disordered state of the intellect, or judging and reasoning powers; whereas, in reality, it is of the moral state, the disposition and habits of the individual concerned, that the principal account ought to be taken." (p. 175.) We admit that there is some truth in this observation, and that time is often wasted by a physician in endeavouring to detect some absurd delusion ; but, nevertheless, this is often the only way by which we can arrive at a knowledge of the course on which the perversion of the moral feelings and affections depends. If We could not ascertain from the evidence that this delusion had operated injuriously upon her general conduct, or that it had thrown her affairs into disorder.
In some cases of this kind the object of an inquiry has been almost defeated by the extreme difficulty which existed in detecting any delusion in the mind of the alleged lunatic. When this delusion was ultimately laid bare by the ingenuity of a physician, after a cross-examination of some hours, the result has been looked upon as a matter of triumph and justification; but, as Dr. Conolly has remarked, in speaking of cases of this kind, one point seems to have been wholly lost To the judge must be left the task of considering the circumstances which palliate offences, and make criminals objects of special commiseration and mercy; but the attempt on the part of learned doctors in law and medicine to confound vice with insanity, and, consequently, to condemn the right of human punishment, I consider as one of the many dangerous innovations which the proud philosophy of the nineteenth century has produced." (p. 195.) IV. The last three pamphlets on our list refer to the late trial of M'Naughten for the murder of Mr. Drummond. The first of these is a non-professional report of the trial, with the whole of the legal arguments and medical evidence, unaccompanied by comments. It should be in the possession of all who feel an interest in the medical jurisprudence of insanity ; for probably there is no case in modern times which has excited so much attention, in and out of the profession, as this.
We consider it unnecessary to detail the facts of this case: they are so recent that they must be familiar to the whole of our readers. We shall here offer only a few remarks on the defence: this was to the effect that at the time the accused perpetrated the act he was laboring under homicidal monomania. It was deposed to by many witnesses that the prisoner was latterly of a sullen and reserved character; that he imagined himself to be the object and victim of the most unrelenting persecution ; that he was surrounded by persons who had formed a conspiracy against his comforts, his character, and even his life; and that wheresoever he went these persons still pursued him, and gave him no rest either by day or by night. It also appeared that he imagined the deceased, who was a perfect stranger to him, to be one of his persecutors, and that it was necessary he should fall a sacrifice in order to free him from persecution. There was no proof of intellectual insanity about him, if we except the existence of these delusions; and it was admitted by all that he was shrewd in business transactions, that he was fully competent to the management of his affairs, and had realized a considerable sum of money by his own industry in trade.
These were the principal points in the defence; the remainder of the evidence in favour of insanity being made up by the opinions expressed by the medical witnesses. We will now compare this evidence with those characters which have been assigned by Prichard and others as proofs of homicidal monomania. We have already expressed our opinion that these characters are loose and vague; but the counsel for the defence chiefly based his arguments in favour of the prisoner's insanity upon them. There had been certain peculiarities of conduct and absurd delusions; As to the question of responsibility and punishment, this should be intrusted to the authorities of the law.
